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Anſwer a Fool accardiog to his Folly, left he be a in 


. 


his own Conceit. A 
« If thou haſt Reaſon to think that thy Silence will Le 
deemed an Evidence of the Weakneſs of thy Cauſe, 
| or of thine own Weakneſs, in ſuch a Caſe, anfwer : 
_ him, and let it be an Anſwer ad Hominem, beat him 
at his own Weapons, and that will be an Anfwer ad 
Rem, or as good as one: F he think, becauſe thou 
doſt not anſwer him, what he faith is unanfwerable, 
then give him an Anſwer, f ed in I n 
Cunceit. N in Prov. un. F- 
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Remarks need any ſupporting to ſtand the Shock of your 


. 


Y, your late Anſwer to Mr. ½ e/ey's 1 you | 
B ſeem to have laid Somevody under a Degree 'o* 
Neceſſity to make a Reply: Not that Mr. Wefley's 


Arguments, for the; Courſe of this Letter will abun- 
dantly ſhew you have made but a very feeble Attempt 
upon them: But this Neceſſity is principally dwing to 
your Miſtake, namely, that Mr. Wef/ley's Remarks are 
no proper Anſwers, to Mr. Erskine's Objections.“ This, 
Sir, I preſume my preſent Epiſtle will ſufficiently re- 
fute. Indeed, I am at a Loſs to find a ſufficient Reaſon 
why you publiſhed your Anfwer at all; for this is cer- 
tai, there is in it neither a Confutation of Mr. Maſley's 
Remarks,, nor yet any auxillisry Aſſiſtance brought ta 
ſupport Mr. Erskine's Performance. Upon this Account 
Sir, you have occaſionally ſuggeſted a Reaſon, which both 
encouraged me in my preſent Undertaking, and is alſo 

a very proper Apology for Mr. We/lcy's aot doing it him- 
ſelf. It is this, you ſay, “ So much Quick- ſightedneſs 
as he informs us he is poſſeſſed of, is not neceſſary to 


expoſe what is wrote without Rhime or Reaſon.” No, 


0 J bees . , 6 I, 703 


— 


nd . to Mr. Weſ. Rem. 'P, 1% 70, e OG 
Jö; 


* 
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Pr, as I take Mr. Veſſey's Abilities to be full as great as 
he there informs us of, and likewiſe am inclined to think 
your Anſwer to be one of the above-mentioned, I thought 
it would be only a Mifapplication of his ſuperior Talents, 
to let him have the Trouble of reconfuting, what he had 
ſo ſuffciently confuted before. Beſides, Sir, that Gen- 
| tlegran has Buſineſs enough of far greater Importance up- 
on his Hands, than to throw away his precious Mo- 
ments in refuting ſuch puny Efforts upon his Character 

| and Writings as yours appear to be. Beſides, you know 

Sir, it is a Mark of Folly to employ greater Abilities, 
where many Degrees lefs may do equally as well. For 
this Reaſon, I did not think it neceſſary to give Him 
be Trouble to reply himfelf, or yet ſo much as td ſend 
im your Performance to inſpect. 

4 You inform us, Mr. We/ley*s Deſign in his Painpilet, 
ts, © to perſuade the World he bimſelf is an honeſt. Chriſ- 
nn.“ Indeed, Sir, I believe that Deſign runs through 

. — Whole of tis Actions, with this additional View, 
that he would do nothing 10 give any one juſt Ground 
to think any otherwiſe of him. But'ſo it is; Ground or 
no Ground, juſt or unjuſt, Jou would have the World 
believe he is neither a Chriſtian, nor an honeſt Man ! 
FF However,” bleſſed be God, yet tnuſt colle freſh Mate- 
rials, and to Work again, before you can Tape this 
unchriſtian Deſign. 

\ Your Introduction b 4 Piece of ſuch very low Wit, 
fo bad a Compliment to the Gentloman to be interrupted, 
expoſes his Neighbour's'Good-breeding and Charity in 
fuch an En. Light, that " merits 0 farther 

Regard. 

With Reſpect 4 the Excellency nd Sea/tnableneſe of 
Mr. Er5kine's Performance, I leave himſelf ind others to 
judge. But as to his Readinefs to be convinced, I 
would juſt obſerve, if that Gentleman had the Favour 
of the Peruſal of your Manuſcript before it was printed, 


* P. 13.—The Words of the Author : are incloſed by Com- 
mas, thus, —.“ iN 


d 
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x it argues no Sent Readineſs in him to be cohvinced, * 
g he was not abundantly ſo, that you had by no Means 
confuted Mr. Wyſlty's Remarks, and n 1094 not 
property ſupported his-own ObjeRions. 
You aſk, “ Has Mr. #2/iy taken the proper Manner 
to vindicate himſelf ?**, Why, what think you upon a 
Review of it? Has he not anſwered all that is material 1 
in Mr. Ershine's Performance? And 10 anſwefed then, 
that you have net, and I am apt to think, only, becauſe 
you could not, overturn his Arguments ? | 
As to your Cavil about Mr.-J/tey's Publication, it 
only diſcovers your Paucity of Arguments; for doubt» 
leſs if you had not laboured under a Famine for Want 
of them, you would never have chewed ſo hard and dry 
a Bone ſo much as you have, You fay, “this Pamphlet 
was not heard of among the Shops, it is to be had only 
at their own . And ſuppoſing it true, yet, ſo 
long as it was 10 be had by every one who pleaſed, what 
does that avail? Is it a Diſgrace for People to go to 
their Meetings for it? What can you infer from this? 
That Mr. We/ley is a deſigning Man ? Let us retort your 
Queſtion, - * Does not this look like Deſign ?” Deſign |. 
in yon, Sir? A Deſign to make him look as artful as 
your Art. could make him? How many Hours was it, 
after they, were publiſhed, before Mr. Erskine had a 
Copy ſent him? Was it not in his Power if he had 
chuſed' it, to have apſwered it as ſoon as he pleaſed ; 3 <A 
The Publication of Mr. Harvey s Letters 4s a very im- 
portant Subject, eſpecially in the Manner Mr. Erskine 
{ did it. It is certainly a Blot in the Eſcutcheon of that 
; Reverend Gentleman, and I am really ſorry for him up- 
on a double Account, both . beeauſe he was ſo haſty as 
to publiſh them, and becauſe he has ſo weak an Apo- 
logiſt for ſo doing. Mr. We ey ſays, © impartial Men 
{ doybt of their Authenticity as much as ever.” + You ſay 
| x Was * Ershine's Bookſeller Mat laid. their te Au 
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thenticity is beyond Doubt.“ What avails it who ſaid 
it, ſince it is not true? Is not this ſmall Recompence to 


Mr. Weſley for the Injury done to his Character and Sen- 


timents by that virulent Libel? And what Satisfaction is 


it to the Public for being impoſed upon? Surely, that 


Gentleman who did it, has Reaſon to weep in Secret! 
Tour next Article worth Notice, brings upon the 


Carpet an Objection already Thread - bare, I muſt now 


pull it to Pieces Inch by Inch. 


: 4. But here we milſt think, if thinking be not vain.” 
| 4 ; 


2 nt” | Popx. 
You ſay, the Devil is of great Service to Mr. e/ley, 


and is brought to convince Mr. Erskine per Force, and 
Whether he will or no. 
> Devil for the Argument which Mr. W2/ley brings. 2. That 
be uſes the Devil as a Medium of Proof, is not becauſe 


E anfwer,. 1. You miſtake the 


there are no other Mediums, that he can make good his 


"Propoſition by, but becauſe he has Apoſtolical Autho- 
rity for ſo doing, and both you and all the World are. 


obliged to ſubmit to that. You go on, * but I do not 


find Mr. We/ley, with his Devil, able to convince me.“ 


That may be true: For the Scales of a Crocodile may 
be as ſoon penetrated with a Feather, as the Ignorant or 


Obſtinate convinced, even by Demonſtration itſelf ! You 
proceed, Right Opinion is no Part of Religion, ſays 
Mr. Weſley, for the Devil has right Opinions.” —Hold 


Sir, you do not fairly quote Mr. We/ley, and therefore 
maim his Argument. Mr. Weſley fays, © 1 aſſert, 1. In 


1 feme Caſes, right Opinion is no Part of Religion: I in- 
ſtance in the Devil, c.“ Why did you leave out his 
*Diſtinfion of Caſes ? Was it not to maim his Argument, 


and make it as deformed as your own ? Can you deny, 
or confute Mr. Weſiey's Argument? Then you muſt 


prove that in ſome Caſes the Devil has both Relgion, and 


wrong Opinions! Again, you go on, This is the ſame 


"Manner of Reaſoning as if I proved Figure to be no Part 


* Rem. T. 3. | 
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of Beauty. Exery Body would laugh at the Propoſition, 
but more at the Medium I chuſe for the Proof; that 
Deformity has Figure, therefore Figure is no part of 
Beauty. This were trifling to the laſt Degree : But 
what better is Mr. W:/lzy's Devil?“ I anfwer, 1. You 
tell us yourſelf that yours is ?rifling to the laſt Degree: 

But Mr. Weſley's is arguing with the greateſt Seriouſ- 
neſs, and unanſwerable Demonſtration. But, 2. You 
ſay, and that-perhaps truly, every Body would laugh at 
your Propoſition : But who will laugh at Mr. Weſley's 
who believes the Bible? He fays, i ſome Caſes, right 
Opinion is no Part & Religion,” —Thoſe who would 
laugh at this, would do well to take Heed that they 
have more Religion before they die, or elſe what will 


become of them !—Pray, Sir, have you forgot who ſaid, 4 


he that knows his Maſter's Will and does it not, hall 
be beat with many Stripes ? Has this Perſon right Opti- 
nion? Yes. Has he Religion? No, To laugh at his 


Propoſition you ſee, is nearly the ſame with laughing at 4 


the Words and Doctrine of the bleſſed Jeſus ! ©. 4 
You tell the World that you * happen to be one 
of thoſe People that, by Mr. We/ley” s. Account, are brim- 3 
ful of the Spirit of Cintradiftion. „ hope, Sir, you will 
not take it ill, if I make it evident to the World, that | 
Mr. Welley's Account! is ſtriftly true ?. - 
Yon ſay, © if Knowledge and right Oipnion is necef- 1 
ſary, you may contra-diſtinguiſh as much as you pleaſe, 
it will ſtill be neceſſary.” —True, Sir, and fo Mr. Weſley . 
ſays, © I affirm, right Tempers cannot ſubhiſt without 
right Opinion. 0 Quite neceſſary, Sir. You go on, 
« Becauſe I contra-diftinguiſh the Foundation of 'a Build- 
ing from the Walls, Roof, and Furniture, the Founda- 
tion is ſtill neceſſary,” True, Sir: This Caſe is the 
ſame.” Let us here run the Parallel between Mr. E 255 1 
ky*s State of the Caſe and yours. 
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Mr. Ws, o/ey. ſays, Religion | You fay, a Building con- ** 
r liſts of, es 

x. Right Opinion. . A Foundation. | "Ti 
2. Right Tempers. 2. Walls,” Fo 
. Right Words. 3. Rodf. . 7 0 
< "Right Ace. 4. Furniture, | oy 
Mr, We/ley Nys, 1 affirm | You affirm, a Foundation | 7 
" right Tempers cannot] is neceſſary to 'a Build. ic 
ſubſiſt without right O-| ing, which cannot ſubſiſt 1 
pinion.” “. without it. Quite agreed,” | 7 
Now let us conſider Mr. Weſley's s Manner of Reaſon». th 
ing. Admitting, right Tempers cannot ſübſiſt with. tu 
ont right Opinion, you cannot infer ; therefore right L fal 
Opinions cannot ſubliſt without right Tempers.” But this f 
you, Sir, muſt do, before you can overturn Mr. /, 5. 


lysReaſoning, and ſupport Mr. Erskine's Conſequences, re 
Let us now contra-diſtinguiſh a little. From Religian, 5 
F take away right. Tempers, Words, and Actions, and is 4 
chere any other than a /lender Part of Religion left? 72 
And does not this demonſtrate the Truth of Mr. Weſley's 
© Propoſition ? | | 
Again, from a Building, take away. the Walls, Rog. 
and Furniture, and is there any other than a lender Part 
of the Building left? This Caſe is the ſame.” But it 
demonſtrates the Truth of Mr, Weſley Argument, be- 
yond Contradiction, unleſs you will ſay the Walls, Roof, 
and Furniture can ſland wethout' a Fouridation : And the 
Walls, Roof, and Furpiture re but 2 Lender Fart of 
the Building. 
Again, you may juſtly 3 Gas : A . 
can fubſiſt without Walls, Roof, and Furniture: But 
you cannot infer ; therefore the Walls, Roof, and Fur- 
niture can ſubſiſt without a Foundation, . But till you 
have proved this, both Mr, Ergkine s Reaſoning and 
yours fall to the Ground. 

The Conſequences, Sir, that you have to prove, to 
ſupport Mr. Erskine's Conſequences, and to make good 
your Poiat, are theſe : 1, In Religion, right Tempers, 

Words, 
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” tradition?” 3. 
to 22 inſtead of Hencur, by your vain. Attempt to 
A 1 


<4 4 ts | 
Words, and Actions are but a ſlender Part, 2. In * 
Building, the Walls, Roof, and Furniture. are but a 


ſlender Part. 3. Right Opinions cannat ſubſl without 


right Tempers. 4. A Building can ſtand without a 
Fonndation. - | | „ 
When yon have proved theſe Concluſions, your. Ar- 
gument will have a Foundation though your Houſe have 
none: But as long as your Houſe muſt have a Founda- 
tion, your Argument has none. 3 
Once more: You ſay, if Mr. Weſley had told us that 
Knowledge, however perfect, producing no Effects on 
the Heart and Life, is inſufficient for Salvation, the Scrip- 
tures, Mr. Erskine, every Preacher of the Goſpel, have 
ſaid this again and again.“ And hath not Mr. A gley 
faid this again and again too? What could poſſibly blind 
your Eyes ſo as not to ſee it? Let us run another Pa- 


rellel, leſt you ſhould overlook it here allo. 


Mr. Weſley fays, | You ſay, 1 
Right Opinion — Knowledge however perfect 
0 * et Part of Re- | Is inſufficient to Salvation, 


 Contra-diſtinguiſhed © | Producing no Effects on the 
from right Tempers, | Heart and Life — : 
Words and Attions — | | 


Where is the Difference, Sir, except in Sounds and 


3 Syllables ?. Permit me here, 1. to-aſk a few Queſtians. © 
Has not Mr. Meſæy ſaid enough to convince any Man who 
das a Grain of Reaſon am common Senſe, and even 


as much as you deſire him 2 2. Muſt got all the Works 
therefore, both ſee and fay, as well as yourſelf, that u 
are by your own Confeſſion, . bringul gf a Spirit of n- 

Have you. not got Shame and Diſgrace 


iſpute through à Stena Wall?” 4. Have. you got 


> through it? Is it nat # hard and thick for your Inſtru- - 


| cBts.and Abiliches? Have you not wounded: your Re- 
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ſtand the Merits of the Cauſe, the Hinge-of the Argu. 
ment ? Let all Men of Reaſon judge. But, 2. Permit 


me to give you a Word of Advice: 1. Go, and leara 
Logic a little better, before you make ſuch another At- 


tempt; 2. Always be ſure you are capable * to diſpute 


through a Stone Wall,“ before you engage it. 3. Ne- 
ver enter the Liſts without you are more equally match- 
ed: e Mr. Meſley is a Veteran in the Field of 
Argument: You cannot but have elt the Force of his 
. Hand, unkſ you are as ſenſeleſs of the Power of an Ar- 


gument as a Stone Wall itſelf. 4. Be not over haſty to 


proclaim your own Folly again ; nor vaunt ines in 
imaginary Plumes of Honcur. | 
Wait the Iſſue of the literary Combat before you 

ſhout Victory, victory! Leſt your Laurels as a Diſpu- 
tant ſhould wither and die, before impartial ] udges pro- 


nounce you deſerve to wear them. 

- I ſhonld have been at a Loſs to account for your fol- 
lowing Article, if a confeſſed Fulnels of Contradiétion 
had not accounted for it: For there you roundly con- 
tradict yourſelf, as well as the common Senſe of every 
Reader I You ſay, Mr: Weſtty vindicates himſelf from 
the Charge of 7uftification by Works.” * True: He does 


ſo: And I wiſh for your own Sake yon had ſtopped 
| here. But you aſk, * How ?“ You anſwer, © Not by 

informing us what he holds. A little Blunder, Sir: 
You contradict this in the fame Patagraph, when you in- 
form us, Mr. We/ley tells us, that he holds '7uſtification., 
by Faith ane. t Here, Sir, he tells you in three Wards 
what he holds: And much more at large where you 
took them from. Let us hear himſelf : I believe Jul- | 
_ tification by Faith alone, as much as I believe there is a 
' God.” Can you diſprove this, Sir? I think not. Pray, 
Bir, attempt to prove him an Atheiſt next then! Mr. 
Weſkey proceeds, „ declared this in the Sermon 1 
preached before the Univerſity of Oxford eight and 


* Þ, 16. f 18. 17. t Rem, P. 5, 6. 
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patation for a Diſputant? ? Did you ſo. much as under- 


* 
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what he holds! Les, Sir, he does: He teils what, he 


vindicates himſelf, b telling us he publiſhed Books 


ou let the Reader judge forthimſelf. 6. 


77 % 


twenty Years ago. 1 declared it to all the World eigh⸗ 
teen Fears ago, in a Sermon wrote expreſsiy on the 
Subject. I have never varied from it, no, not an Hair's 
Breadth, from 4738 to this Bay. ” —Have you contuted 
thoſe two Sermons he refers to, eſpecially. the. Hatten, 
which was wrote purpoſely on the, Point? No, 193 
have not ek. With what Face then, co could 
you venture to ſay to the Public he does not 5 ” 


has held for 28 Years paſt: And. for a fuller Agcount 
refers yau to his Works—of theſe you, take-no Notice! 
© bluſh, bluſh, Sir, before God and the World. Wharz 
Shall Cataracts affright? 
Shall Rage of Words, beat down the Face of Right l. 
Surely not among Men of any Reaſon or Seaſe l low 
much better is your next Aſſertion, namely, that he 


he does not defend , And is this all he tells ys ? Jurelx, 
Sir, you ſhould have unmaſked. yourſelf, and faewn ta 

the World a Face ſo bold! What an Inſult is this upon 
the common Senſe of every 212 of Mr. # Age, 2 Ae: 


wx x 2 


If you did, did you not there TIP beſides. the. I 


Quotation, that "Qrikiig Paragraph, I Hay, Hin 


enough to ſtrike the whole World dumb upon that S- 


ject? If you have forgotten it, I muſt beg Leave, to 
tranſcribe it. ,.<* Is it not ftrange then, {lays he) that 


at this Time of Day any one ſhould face me down, that 


I hold Juſtification by Works? And that, truly, becauſe f 


there are ſome Expreſſions in ſome Trafts. wrote bx 
other Men, but reprinted by me during 2 Courle ot 

Years, which ſeem (at leaſt) to countenance that Doc: 
trine ! Let it ſuffice, (and it will ſuffice to every impar- 
tial Man) that I ab/altely, once for all, renounce every 
Expreſſim which contradicts that fundamental 1 'futh; ue 
are juftified by Faith ahne. 


* See the Paiſage at large in Mi. 2 ub. 7. 5, 6 
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Is this © telling us he publiſhed Books he does not de- 
fend?“ Does he tell us nothing beſides this? Where 
will you ſtop, Sir? He tells you, he abſolutely renounces, 
once for all, every Expreſſion in the Books he has abrid- 
ged, whether Baxter's, Goodwin's, or any other, that 
contradicts his own Sentiments, contained in his own 
Works; but is this all? Does he not both tell you what 
he holds, and where you may find it? Have you con- 
futed thoſe Sermons? Nay, had you ſo much as real 
them when you wrote this? Did ever reverend and hoary 
Hairs meet with ſuch Mal-treatment, as you give that 
Gentleman, whom you pretend to anſwer ! 

You tell us, the Book he publiſhes and recom- 
mends, happens to be, as to the main Deſign and chief 
& Argument, the Defence of the Arminian Scheme of Juſ- 
Tification.“ If you think ſo, why did you not accept of 


Mr. Veſley's Challenge, namely, to © confute it? But 


"FI by . 
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let no Man, ſays he, condemn what he cannot anſwer.“ * 
Lou ſay. Mr. Weſley's Preſervative is not Goodwin's, 
and from this Pamphlet a Quotation is brought by Mr. 
= Erkine, ſhewing Mr. Vgley's Doctrine reſpecting Juſti- 
E fication to be unſound.” + Where, Sir? And why did 
Jou not produce it, that we might ſee its Validity? You 
Ry, Mr. Weſley tells us that he holds 7u/ftification by 
Fuß alone. So does Mr. Goodwin, ſo do many unſound 
Sects and Preachers, but explain theſe Terms in their 
'own Way.” But why have not you ſhewn that Mr. 72 
es Way of explaining them, is antiſcriptural and un- 
found ?- You have not done this yet. With what Face 
then, conld you rank that Gentleman among unſound 
\ Sets and Preachers? 
Is Oonſclence ſteel'd! your Forehead cas'd with Bras ! 
Four Heart of Adamant made!!! 8 | 
Have you forgot who hath ſaid, © with what Judg- 
ment ye judge, ye ſhall be judged ; and with what Mea- 
ſure ye mete, it /ball be meaſured to you again. 1 am 


— Rem, . EC. t P. 17. t Vid. Matt. vii. r, 2,3. 
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might admit of ſome Excuſe, while he gleaned fomg 
Expreſſions from the Works Mr. Weſley had extracted, 
and oppoſed them to his own real Sentiments ; but what 
Apology can you make for your Conduct to God, 9 
Man, to yourſelf, after you had read the above Para- 


graph! What but the baſeſt Motives, and rancorous 


Spleen, could -have hurried you into it ! I pray God lay 
not theſe Things to your Charge. 


„With Repard to Perfection,“ Mr. Veſley ſays, Mr. 


Erskine “ miſunderſtands and miſrepreſents my Sentiment 
on the Subject,“ when he ſays, Mr. Weſley ſeems 10 
maintain, that ſinleſs Perfection it actually attained by 


every one born of GOD. - But ſays Mr. Veſtey, I de 
not maintain this. I do not believe it.“ Now, Sir, 


here was Room enough for fair Play. You who are {6 


« ſtrongly inclined to think” the contrary, had nothing 


to do, but to prove from his own Works, 1. That he 


does maintain it. 2. That therefore he either believes 
it, or maintains what he does not believe. But you 
have attempted neither. You tell us of a Difficulty in 
finding a Conſiſtency between Mr. Goodwin's Book, and 


the Sermon on the Lord our Righteouſneſs : But Mr. V 


ley, you know, entirely reſolved the Difficulty of that, 


when he ** abſolutely, once for all,” renounced © ey 


Expreſſion,” which contradicts his own. Works. And 3 


therefore, as the Sermon on the Lord our Right 


is his own, conſequently all the World are obliged, by I 


all the Rules of Reaſon and common Senle, to look up- 
on that very Sermon as containing his own genuine Sen- 


timents. Why you did not obſerve this, is beſt known 3 
to yourſelf, And as to the Inconſiſtency between the 


Paſſages in the Volumes of Sermons, and the ſingle Ser- 


mon on Sin in Believers, I ſee none. The Paſſages yu 
refer to, are too long to tranſcribe : But in your next 
Publication, if you will fairly quote the particular Ex- 
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really concerned for you, Sir. Mr. Erskine's Conduit 
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| Simons, 1 promiſe you, God willing, 1 wilt eicher find 
© # Conliſteney, or confeſs. chere is nohe. Mr. Weſley is 
dot infallible * And 1 think 1 am not . well prepared to 
FÞbelieve Iran ſubſtan tiation a conſiſtent Doctrine. But 
in, Mr.'Weley fays; Mr. F#skine's' Great Argument 
aſnſt (Perfection)! is $ of no Forte. v. You anſwer this by 
a ſolemn Silence. - I ſuppoſe you give up the Point; elſe 
why did you make n Reply? You know it is the prin- 
cipal Error Mr. Erskine pretended to detect, and which 
he is at greateſt Pams about. What Sort of a Defence 
is this of Mr. Erskine, or what Sort of an Anfwer to Mr. 
ag! Fruly n much ſuch an one as E een 
'Y Article.” 
* 1. As to Trab are derten 1 dave not much to 
y. T Whit a redeeming of Time would it have been, 
both to you and me, if you had ſet out with this Confeſſion 
3. and placed it at che Front of every 
Abi Paragraph, and kept your Word! For, after 
af, what have' you faid any more t6 the Purpoſe, in all 
| you have ſaid? I muſt here beg Leave to obſerve, that 
2s you have not much to ſay about Free- will, hope you 
-don' t think much about Mr. Weſley being an Arminian : 
For is not Free- will the Foundation and Characteriſtic of 
Arrainianiim 7 Can a Man be an Arminian who does not 
Hold that? The Truth is, Mr. Veſſey is neither an Ar- 
: Minian, nor a Predeſtinarian.— He fteers between the 
*zwo Extremes; and he thinks by the Compaſs and Sca- 
marks of Seripture” and Reaſon. You ſay, «the Ac- 
count Mr. Weſley gives of Methodifm, is a very extraor- 
Ainary one.“ Whether it be ordinary or extraordinary, 
3 yon overturned it? Not a ſingle Syllable. Inſtead 
* of ſhcering,” and crying, * very high indeed! you 
| "ſhould have proved, 1. That the Methodiſt Preachers 
are not 'M eſſengers of Gop, i in an ordinary proper Senſe 
: of the Word. 2. That among the Methodiſts there 
"are no kving Witneſſes to the Truths which they preach. 
| 10 3. If there be, chat they were all real Chriſtians 
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8 they were called by the Methodiſts. TI thefs 
borer, are proved, however high it may ſeem, It 
be ſtrictly true, for any Thing you have wy 
tid to the Contrary. As to © Infallbiliey, Pe | 
tion, and diſcerning of Spirits,” they are quite foreign 
10 the Point, unleſs you can prove that, without them 
there is no certain Criterion by which, in the Judgment 
of Charity, to determine or to know. who are Chrifs 
tians, or what genuine Chriſtianity is. You may ob- 
ſerve here, Sir, that the Methodiſts are no particular 
Sec. The deny it: And you have not proved it 
You fay, and that is all your Proof, * Mr. Weſley's An- 
{wer does not at all weaken what Mr. Erſkine fays, with 4 
much - Reaſon and Force, about the private Meetings 
and Leaders.“ Is there no more Reaſon and Force? 
think you in what Mr. Helley ſays, than in your Reply 
to him ? Or does it weaken it no more ** at-all?”” M. 
Weſley ſays, Rem. p. g, What Mr. Erſkine ſays, de- 
pends upon an entire Miſtake.” If this be an entingy 
Miſtake in Mr. Wtſley, you ſhould have detected it. 
However, Mr. Weſley-tells you where Mr Erftine's Mi- 
take lay, namely, in ſuppoſing, that the Leader of a 
Claſs acts juſt like a Romiſh Prieſt; and that the Eu- 
quiries made in a Claſs, are of the /ame Kind with thoſe 
made in auricular Confe fi ion.” — When you have proved 
this to be true, I will give up the Point. But till then, 
your Aſſertion, with Mr. Frſtine's Argamenty, fall to 
the Ground at once, as Mr. Weſley ſaid. | : 
Upon the Article of forming a Church within a} 
Church, you aſk, * Has not this levelling Plan a Tens 
dency to make us indifferent about both the eſtabliſhed * 
Churches ?*+ About what, Sir? Why, © not only. 
Things leſs material, but thoſe that are excellent, and 
ef great Importance.” I anſwer, I ſee no fiich Ten- 
dency. Wherein does it conſiſt; or how will you prese 
it? Why: If 1 22 if the Nature of the Thing, if J 
Ego ſay this is the 'Tendeney, it N l 
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ime,” —and I add for me alſo, Now for your Proof 
I aſk an Epiſcopal, if he thinks this Man to be of the 


phurch of England, who hears a Sermon, joins in Wor- 
receives the Sacrament — in a Preſbyterian 


Thorch, Ge.” Lou ſteer far wide of the Point, Sir; 
It is not whether he be one of the Church of England, 
but whether this Conduct hath a Tendency to make us 
| indifferent about both Churches, and the Things that are 
excellent and of great Importance * But again, do go- 
ing to either, or both Churches, tend to make us in- 
different about both? Or hearing Sermons, joining in 
Worſhip, and receiving the Sacrament, do theſe tend 
© to make us indifferent about the Things that are excel- 
Hent, and of great Importance? As to ſitting at the Sa 
erament, c. this muſt be ranked among the Things 
= that are © leſs material.“ You © aſk farther, does not 
E Mr. Miſtey endeavour to leſſen the Preſbyterian or diſ- 
ting Intereſt. in England?” How can he, Sir, and 
et act upon a levelling Plan? Or how is it a levelling 
Plan, when he always attends the greater Multitude-? 
& Without you will ſay, that the diſſenting Intereſt is the 
E ſtronger in both Parts of Britain; O! how full of Con- 
tradition!” You proceed, *© He ſpeaks diſreſpectfully of 
the Diſſenters.“ Where, Sir, either of their Per/ons, 
or of the Things that are more excellent and of great 
Importance? You go on, I know that Methodiſm 
© has greatly hurt the diſſenting Congregations and Inte- 
reſt in England.” That, Sir, is more than I know. 
However, 15 it be true, it is impoſſible, that Metho- 
„Alm ſhould be a levelling Plan. 
The Truth is, Sir, it is a Chriſtian, uniting Plan: 
A Plan that wants to baniſh that Bigotry and Party- zeal 
out from among us, which has divided and ſubdivided 


+ Chriſtians, and rent them all to Pieces: And which is, 


gat preſent, but too predominant in Scotland, Hence it 
is chat the Methodiſt Preachers, looking over Thipgs 
chat are * leſs material” on both Sides of the Queſtion, 


= 


0 where they can A God themſelves, and be 1 | 


cerning of Spirits; pray, who lays more Claim to it 


moſt "rofirable to the People. You afle, „is it any ul 
Wonder then, that the Friends of the Church of Scots * 4 | 
land, ſhould not think highly of Methodiſm ?” Allo w- 

me to aſk in Turn, Sir, Is it any Wonder if they all 
ſhould ? Nay, is it not a Wonder that ſome of them 
think ſo very badly, not to ſay, wickedly and unjuſtly 4 


of it? After all, what Ground have either you or any 


one elſe to * be inclined to believe the Regard that Mr. 


* ey expreſſes for the Church of Scotland not altogether 


ſincere ?** - You make very free, Sir, at every Turn, to 
invade that peculiar Prerogative of God, i the Lord 
ſearch the Heart and try the Reins.” —You talk of difs 


than you do? You very merrily tell us, When Mr.” 
Wiſtey comes to ſpeak about himſelf, one can fcarcelyj 

rain from laughing. When Mr. Veſley comes to ſpeaæ ⁶ 
about himſelf, his firſt Words are, “ Mr. Erskine affurnis, 
1. That I am a very Knave: And 2. That I am n 
State of Damnation. + Have either you or Mr. EH] 
proved theſe Points? I think not... Then ſurely, SiS 
if you had both known and minded your wann 2M 
had ſomething elſe to do than to laugh. 

But when People are too light, the Enemy of” Souls 
has a good Opportunity to tempt, and that often with |; 


too great Sueceſs.—Acccordingly, not without ſome De 


gree of Concern, (for you, Sir, I mean) 1 read on, 1 5 
am tempted to think very highly of myſelf, that can Gay 
to anſwer a Man of fo great Abilities, and to be able to 
defend what he tells us is wrote without Rhime or Rea , 
ſon.” To this I would only reply, 1. It is an eaſy Mat- 
ter in Time of Temptation, for People to © think more 
highly of themſelves than they ought to think“; or, than'? 
they Have any real Ground for. 2. As to your darin 

to anſwer Mr. Weſley, it might poſſibly be only the 47 þ 
fect of the fore-mentioned Temptation. At leaſt, - this 
Suppoſition is not wholly without Ground, if we may 
venture to judge by your Performance: And there- 4 
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14 . 3. FR adviſe you 


frequently to uſe the laſt 


Petition in our Lord's Prayer; for if you ſhould fall 


into ſuch another Temptation, I will not venture to ſay 


but that your Credit, as a Diſputant at leaſt, da chat | . 


Adventure, may be entirely ſhipwrecked ! 

You tell us, Mr. Erskine juſtly bla mes a Man Nat 
conceals or diſſembles his Sentiments : He had the ſtro ngeſt 
Reaſon to think Mr. Maſtey did ſo.“ The.“ bmg 
Ronſon” Sir? Pray is not that too ſtrong a Term? Where 
bas either Mr. Erskine or you proved that he had the 
weakeſt, or rather, any Reaſon at all to think he diſlem- + 
bled them? You muſt to't again, Sir, and bring better 
| Proof, before any unprejudiced-: Perſon will believe 
ven. You-aſk, ** What can we make of ſuch a Man!“: 


Who, Sic? Do you mean yourſelf? 2 If the Cap fits, 5 


put it on:? At leaſt, you muſt cut and ſew again, be- 
fore you can make it fit Mr. #efley's Head. Lou ſay, 
* Mr. Alley finds Fault with Mr. Erskine for Quotati- . 
ons from the Scriptures.4%%—You miſtake, Sir, it is for 


EE applying them wrong, and therefore making them prove 


not hing againſt him. | You go on, I find them entirely 
appoſite to the Caſes he ſuppoſes.” That may. poſſibly 
be: But then you'll pleaſe to obſerve, neither him- nor 
vou have proved that Mr. Wz/ley's Caſe is the ſame with 
any of them. You add, he had great Reaſon to ſup- 
| poſe theſe. Caſes,” T his ſtands ypon the Authority of 
Four /}/e Dixit. Where is that great Reaſon,” Sir? 
Fou have not yet proved any. Wich your Leave, how- 
ever, 1 muſt juſt inform the Reader what theſe Caſes 
are; they are theſe, namely, 1. That I am (ſays Mr. 
ES H#e/ley) a very Knave; and, 2. That I am in a State of 
| Damnation.” If the Reader ſhould here wonder that 
EF you ſhould ſay Mr. Erobine had great Reaſon to ſup- 
E poſe theſe Caſes'—his. Wonder will either increaſe or 
| ceaſe, when he only reflects, that Jour Charity, or Opi- 
dion, or what you pleaſe to call it, unchriſtianed, and 
therefore in Effect ſent to Hell che whole Body of Me- 
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Ws, moody fol "You alk, „How Jock 
mend 0 HP ” Why, Sir, I hope 


at naſty he docs not "make it much worſe. _ You pro- 
 ceed,, He he a Story of an Antinomian, and very 
Seren informs us, that Mr. Erskine's Charity is like 
Gs Ry] Sir, do you think that any of -their's 
Fquaſs you your's? boch Mr. Erskine and the Antinomian, 
at moſt, only doomed Mr. Weſley; | vou doom Thouſands! 
_ The Lord ha ve Mercy upon you : For, whatever Mr, 
Wiley has, 1 doubt, you have too much Bitterneſs 
and Acrimony for perfect Love” either to God or your 
Neigbbour. 
Concerning the Republication of his Letter to Mr, 
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Erxkins, you aſk, 1. What End does this Letter ſerve? TO 


He tells you himſelf Remarks, p. 13. I have apnexed ot 
it here, that the Reader may judge whether it is; not ag 
Anſwer to tlie Charge of concealing my Sentiments.— 
Tou are one of them I ſuppoſe, what think you? Has 
he not anſwered that Charge in this Letter? Has he not 


vindicated himſelf from the illiberal and groundleſs ' 7 


Charge of Diſmulation? That he did not preach about 
Predeſtination, only diſcovered his Wiſdom and Chri- 
tian Prudence.” If either you or Mr. Erskine had thought 
'otherwiſe, you ſhould have accepted bis challenge given 
in that' Letter, and proved it te have been his Duty, in- 
ſtead of chargipg bim with the blackeſt of Vices. Buß 4 
till this is te. that Letter both vindicates him from 
your opprobriops Charge, and proves him to be a Man 
of Temperꝰ, whatever Mr. Erskine be. You aſk far- 
ther; What Purpoſe do his Remarks anſwer ?” | L;r& 
Ply, let them anſwer for themſelves: I have only toadd, 
they auſwer the End be intended them. But you ſay. 3 
- Suſpicion is ready t on up here. What about, Sir? 


Why, „there is a nin this Matter, * What Sow 1" 


Wb 'Defiph ! x good eſign, or a bad Deſign,. 

th? Why here y Mr. Weſley will be proved a Map 

pf Nur W N 0 e Sir, he; is ſo, I heartily wiſh 
5D f 

„ Ap. 

* See Thenght aud Fats, F. 12. 
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; ba Mr. Ershine's Pamphlet, and, your's too, N 
- Exch Author tb be 9 7 ll e 
elves, and 


I hall leave 1 1 Wo 1 
Lott ſay, bor. ett cont ol 
i 


> Bot Rentarks, not an fo jolt to Mr king.” 0 
Jon think, Sir, Ae Tins, | 7 . 7 

uffly Rave c ed his Remar Wer, 1 | 
or than yau can call your's: 1 8 ta) him 2 
It rake” upon me to ay, and conkute mg if, vou nn, 
tltat Mr. / has anſwered every Thing, that's, valua 2 
br matertaſ in Mr. Erstiuc 8; but Sip e rg 
he Truth of this I ay 


wny ore Thing in Mr. Weſley 3. 

ver, and Ie all the World to judge Nel Lou go 
ga, „of the other Parts of Mr. Erckin 

arcunimfirered, we muſt canclude res to 12 | 
An Ciorerly. done, Sir | 1 hope yeu. axe. nat of ended 
chat T adele y eu a little before to go and learn, Logic 
a-fitffe bettet? Den t you think-ypu had Need? Or elſe, 
„KA Of er Jau wall 4 * frog Nature's Laws, 
„And place the ſwoln Effect above the Cauſe. 0 N 

Suppoſe 1 had never. anſwered your's,, would not 
ths ” fame Logic as. juſtly have 2 that © the 
13 Whole” ot your Book was 2 71 e 
|, $$, k canvdk, Put pity you ; Ad fore, I forbear to 
e rwiſe exery Man of 7 

Tou fay, Mr. Woley's 2 find, in 

the preceding pi £8, A Word againſt mipl icit "IR Aud 
F t kme, " and me ather of the Methodiſt . 
\ 8 Tesche, A fred again Diſimulatian. But, S, if 
it Mas not a little tos low ; and too like yqur-own, I 
N, cancludèe my Reply. wit is in. it Mx new, 
87 fd a Tre Balli. R udging, en ae an 
Belf-rencelt. - 

f hope, Sir b, the a above vi oy givs Cats | 
tion upon the Subject If nat, pleaſe to propoſe Jour 
* Popbte or ObjeQtions, with your Name either 1 
Heb Rear, and they: will meet with proper Regard, from 
1 . Tour eee Servant, J. K. 
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Mr, Erkine's Pamphlet, and your's tos, could 3 
each Author to be of as gaod a Temper. But, BY 


I ſhall leave yourſelves, and others to judge. 


- You fay, ' „ Mr. We/ley juſtly enough calls his pa 
So E Rentarks, not an Anſwer to Mr Erskine.” Don't 


you think, Sir, by this Time, that Mr. A gſey might 
more juſtly have called his Remarks an Anſwer to Mr, 
Frikiitr, than you can call your's an Anſwer ta him? : 
I vill on upon me to ſay, and confute me if you can; 
th#t Mr. /Ve/ley has anſwered every Thing that's valuable 
or tucked? in Mr. Erskiac*s; but you have not anſwered 
any 0110 Thing f in Mr. We e/ley* s. The Truth of this L as 
ver, and leave all the World to judge of it. You: go 

on, © of the other Parts of Mr. Erskine's Book, as they 
are unanfivered, we muſt conclude them to be un, 
able v ' Cleverly done, Sir! 1 hope you are not © Loaded 
that T adviſed you a little before to go and learn Logic 
a little better? Don't you think you had Need? Or elte, 
All Order you will blot from Nature's Laws, 

% Aud place the ſwoln Effect above the Cauſe.“ 
Suppoſe [ had never anſwered your's, would not 

the fame Logic as juſtly hare concluded, that © the 
Whole“ of your Book was aunanſwerable too? Truly, 
Sir, I cannot but pity you : And therefore I forbear to 
whit otherwiſe every Man of Senſe may 


FS: You ay, „ Mr. Weſley's Admirers may find, in 


the preceding bages, A Word againſt implicit Faith: And 
Nr. Ii fey himfelf, and Any other of the Methodiſt 
Teachers, A Word againſt Diſſimulatian But, Sir, if 
it Was not a little too low; and too like your own, I 
would conclude my Reply with laying, in it Mr — 


may find F ford againſt Rafb Judging, Projudice, and 
Self-rancei 


f hope, Tabs the above. will intirely give you. Satisfac» 


tion upon the Subject: If not, pleaſe to propoſe your 


Poubts or Objections, with your Name either in che From 


5 * Rear, and they will meet with proper Regard, from 


''S1R, Your moſt obedient Servant, J. K. 
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